05/30/2012 4:41 pm 
Yes, it is describes the population of interest. The study was done on women with breast cancer, and because only females are capable of attaining this it is certainly representative of the population. 	Comment by Charlotte: Males can also get breast cancer. 
The sampling method was a semistrucutred interview which is appropriate because the premise of the research is based on their personal strains and care needs. The sample size was adequate for the study.	Comment by Charlotte: Semi-structured
The results of the study cannot be generalized to the entire population because again it was done on 42 females and this type of cancer is specific to females. 
The protection of subjects was addressed. The interview partners gave their written informed consent after they received information from the interviewer.
In order to produce an ethical study researchers should initially make sure that the people involved are aware of every aspect of the study. Well, for instance vulnerable populations would be the women involved in this study. To protect the subjects from discomfort and harm you should ensure that they are emotionally and mentally stable before beginning. In this study specifically it could be beneficial if they were referred or provided the option to speak with a psychiatrist, if necessary. 
Holtgrawe, M. Pinkert, C. & Remmers, H. (2009). Stress and nursing care needs of women with breast cancer during pregnancy treatment: A qualitative study. European Journal of Oncology Nursing, 14(1), 11-16

05/31/2012 2:48 pm 
Lindsay,
Your article seemed to be very interesting. I did researched an article that was very similar. The sample in the article was based on only a female population. However, the article that you are discussing could be more generalized to the population, whereas mine could not. I found it very amusing that they would even consider treating the residents with pneumonia. I always assumed that elderly residents of a nursing home would be transferred to a hospital so that they would not expose other residents.	Comment by Charlotte: research on 
06/03/2012 4:43 pm 
Liji,
Your post was very interesting and well written. However, I found your article to be rather confusing. Solely because their were not many similarities between the participants. The SANE nurses obviously were trained to use this during their practice. However, the people that are going to rate these nurses vary in all ages, race, and socioeconomic status. I believe that it would be difficult to obtain results that could be used to change something in the hospitals. However, it could be beneficial because if the results were similar, and their was one recurring positive or negative statement made on the questionnaire that could be addressed. 	Comment by Charlotte: there	Comment by Charlotte: there
05/31/2012 2:52 pm 
Krystal,
I am very intrigued by your article. My cousin who is exactly 12 years old was diagnosed with ADHD a few years ago. He was on medication for a while but was a completely different person while taking it. I find ADHD to be a very amusing. It is interesting to see if other cultures and ethnicities would have the same issues as the Chinese parent’s interviewed in this study. I have found that most people with ADHD have very similar tendencies especially school-aged children. 
06/03/2012 4:44 pm 
Kara,
This article seemed to have some very valuable information. Ultimately, as nurses we are the patient’s advocate. The care we provide should be based on what works best for the patient. It is important that we do research and continue to find the best products out there. This way we can ensure that the patient’s are receiving the most adequate and comfortable care possible. The entire process of obtaining a catheter is not a pleasant experience by any means. If there is any way that we can reduce the unpleasant experience of having a catheter we should make sure we do so. 


Rubric for Discussion Question Responses
	Name: Petcoff, Madeline 
	Date Graded: 6/4/12
	Week #:   3
	Deadline for Substantive Post met?         
                   YES         NO

	Substantive Post meets minimum 150 word requirement:   230

   YES        NO
	Comments: Males can also get breast cancer. 

	
	



	Criteria
	Unacceptable
0 Points
	Acceptable
1 Point
	Good 
3 Points
	Excellent
5 Points
	Points

	Initial Assignment Posting
	Posts no assignment.
	Posts adequate assignment with superficial thought and preparation; doesn’t address all aspects of the task.
	Posts well developed assignment that addresses all aspects of the task; lacks full development of concepts.
	Posts well developed assignment that fully addresses and develops all aspects of the task.

	5

	Content
Contribution
	Posts information that is off-topic, incorrect, or irrelevant to discussion.
	Repeats but does not add substantive information to the discussion.
	Posts information that is factually correct; lacks full development of concept or thought.
	Posts factually correct, reflective and substantive contribution.
	3

	References & Support
	Includes no references or supporting experience.
	Uses personal experience, but no references to readings or research.
	Incorporates one reference from literature.  May lack relevance.  May lack proper APA format in citing.
	Uses relevant reference(s) to literature or readings to support comments. APA format is correct.
	5

	Clarity & Mechanics
	Posts long, unorganized or rude content that may contain multiple errors or may be inappropriate.
	Communicates in friendly, courteous and helpful manner with some errors in clarity or mechanics.
	Contributes valuable information to discussion with minor clarity or mechanics errors.
	Contributes to discussion with clear, concise comments formatted in an easy to read style that is free of grammatical or spelling errors.
	3





Rubric for Asynchronous Discussion Participation
	Name:
	Date Graded:
	Week #:   
	
	Deadline for Posting met?         
                   YES         NO

	# of Responses:
	4
	Substantive Post meets minimum 75 word requirement:   

   YES        NO
	Comments: 5/31 89, 6/3 109, 5/31 89, 6/3 106 

	Any post-deadline entries?
	  YES
  NO
	
	

	
	

	# of Days Participating: 2
	



	Criteria
	Unacceptable
0 Points
	Acceptable
1 Point
	Excellent 
2 Points
	Points

	Frequency (excluding Initial Post)
	Participates not at all.
	Participates only one (1) day
	Participates on two (2) different days
	2

	Follow-Up Postings
	Posts no follow-up responses to others.
	Posts shallow contribution to discussion (e.g., agrees or disagrees); does not enrich discussion.  Responds to 1 or 2 other students.
	Elaborates on an existing posting with further comment or observation.  Responds to 2 other students’ posts.
	2

	Content
Contribution
	Posts information that is off-topic, incorrect, or irrelevant to discussion.
	Repeats but does not add substantive information to the discussion.
	Posts information that is factually correct; contains full development of concept or thought.
	2

	Length of Postings
	<50 words on one or more posting
	50-75 words on one or more posting
	75 words or greater on all four postings
	2

	Clarity & Mechanics
	Posts long, unorganized or rude content that may contain multiple errors or may be inappropriate.
	Communicates in friendly, courteous and helpful manner with some errors in clarity or mechanics.
	Contributes valuable information to discussion with clarity and without mechanics errors.
	1




